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Background: The revolution in information technology
(IT) reaches every facet of society, especially the banks.
With the boom in individual computer usage has come a
surge in medical reports confirming that long term,
uninterrupted computer usage stresses the musculoskel-
etal system, vision and emotional equilibrium. There is ho
report on the medical effects of IT on bank clerks. We,
therefore, conducted a survey of bank clerks to determine
the prevalence of computer-use-related health problems
and their associated factors. The results of the study would
serve as guidelines for the improvement of working
conditions and the treatment of any problems.

Aim: To determine the health effects of chronic computer
use, and their prevalence among clerks at branches of
Thai commercial banks in Khon Kaen City.

Methods: We included 446 bank clerks from 13 banks
[at 30 branches], who use computers at least 1 hr/day 5
days/week. The study tool was a self-administered
questionnaire. The calculated sample size was 206,
so by cluster random sampling, we selected 7 of the 13
banks [for a total of 337 bank clerks] and sent out the
questionnaire. EPI Info software was used to analyze
(prepare descriptive statistics) and present the data.
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Results: Of the 337 bank clerks, 204 [61%)] responded
to the questionnaire; 180 [87%)] were matched with the
criteria (34% male; 66% female). Respondents averaged
36 years of age [SD = 6]. Average computer usage
averaged 5.9 hr/day [SD = 2.8]. Of the 180 people, 96%
had problems with their vision, 91% the musculoskeletal
system, 56% stress, and 12% flushing or dry throat. Those
with vision problems, 82% had no screen filter for their
monitor, 71% used computers at least 5 hr/day and 62%
had no eye rest while using computers [i.e. at least
30 seconds every 5 minutes]. In the group with
musculoskeletal symptoms, 92% had repetitive-movement
strain of the wrist and hands; 76% > 25 repetitive
movements/min and 82% used computers at least 5
hr/day.

Conclusion: Bank clerks had high prevalence of
musculoskeletal system and eye problems which might
be due to the computer usage.

ABUATUNTIY 15 2548; 20(1): 3-10 o

Srinagarind Med J 2005; 20(1): 3-10

?‘iﬁﬂﬂ15!m°’!ﬁﬂwﬁ

ﬂ@wummﬂmlmmﬂ@qummﬂumnhmumm
filsrlemlunnlunisvineu nasliaauiuaslinau
Tuisuariauianldunn wazlunzimeaiuisneeny
nansunndinnisldmeniamefiduszazinaiuig o ax
Huansenuse mmwmmﬁh 14 8INNINIAUAZEINNT
m\w”uunmmu@ ﬁ@m:rmvmﬂmmsm 7 visanisld
wfn Melddeuazuay anmsldAduada (keyboard)
LL@”ﬂWﬂ‘HLNW (mouse) 18IABNAIABFUIWT™ UBNAN
umwﬂuwhmqume‘wumummLLUU”L@W]@W
(light touch) Sﬁmnm’mm@wwwmumj Az dinanng

4 ASUASUNSING 13 2548; 20(1) o

UaRuAeNe wiw waslvals AINNTIBINUNLIIAY
NeuRuANRNAIIuLas lEmn ij iuaiuuaz
ldRansuAdUsesaNIe et fa3unnnnziin
ANAALUNAAINNIIAIAY ¢ N (cumulative trauma
disorder) FUNAANNNIYNUNEINN YFRNANYINNG
NTINRNTFILAL (stress) AL (tendon) kAt “ulsy
(nerve) luile daile wrnLay LLﬁm”ﬁﬁﬂiumL@”ﬂ@ Tu
flaqiiunudnvinliinnes iRl REGILES
mummmim\m mnmiu‘ﬁwmmvmﬂu@m@nmw
Lummnmm”mmmmmv e quwmmummmuj
azyloh “ulsy anlu quuumuu uaaNNIsgniluay

Srinagarind Med J 2005; 20(1)



an o
U vl“b’EJLﬂFJ Lagnue

N Chaiear, et al.

age e “uduvisel “uilsy m qu@ujwaﬂiﬂmﬂmim
‘vm“lummmimmﬂmmuﬂmmu@L “uilsy M ndule
meufﬂm@@@u@uj Az AinANNTLIN ViFeNTALLAL
avaevgTusdludediavinliiianguenisglusdeile
(carpal tunnel syndrome) 16° m‘ﬂma‘mmulu@ﬂwm”m
mmmmmﬂ anavliAneNNstgen (trigger finger)
m‘tmmmun@‘lummﬂmmLL@”mmmNmaﬁmmuLmv
mliinamang nlad ‘mﬂim muumfwmwmum
@ummmmmimmwmmmmnmﬂmmmq m@m?
Lﬂmu"mej Lﬂummmuj mmmmnmsmmumu
mfrmmmﬂuwmmﬂummmu Imﬂmwmwmm@@n
Lmemj atinarialiling mumﬂ%ﬂmwmwm LAY
ANNNLATEARNNNITNNNIU ma‘mmmummwm@mmu
TN Az qmzﬂ,m vundudeunas nszgn gn
mmulwmiuummmmnm I@EILQW%, WUATHY AD ”L‘m
N9EAN UNAY LInUATIN® * = yimaniigawiy ﬁmmm‘m
An AnAuEuaaiiAaainadla mmnum
mwvmmm”uumvmmmv‘imqmq it Bundaniie Uaen
‘Mm@unmmu@ nd1uibe Tede Lutlir 1 way
Lumﬂ@@@u@uﬂsn\mw'a”ﬂmngmﬂvlmﬂmn{]@nwmvma
NEBNNA 81 mmﬂwmﬂumam@@ﬂmmq LAZNIT MU
FiunniAulyl AT AANT9IAMENITINNTAN -
aurdauazAudasadalunismianunvedssing
28 LATLAL (The Australian National Occupational Health and
Safety Commission) %‘\ﬂ%ﬁo’ﬁ’) repetitive strain injury; RSI
AINNNT M9999481095TLNA MiFeLENN el a.a 1992
w asliviudndiaanguannisglueidaiie (caral tunnel
syndrome) ﬁnm”uﬁuﬁ‘ﬁumﬂ%muﬁumi‘ uaz
Hoynsine mnmmnma‘“lﬂmmmm,mm FadlFnaniniiu
fnesaduwnaiuiu mld mﬂ@mmhmﬂumﬁ
S NI AN INL® ~awanilinlnAe
ﬂmmumﬁﬂm%qmmﬁuﬂfmié’ 9 wnsodnldene
wif 1xsatlesiuls waz "uma‘m,ﬂm”l,ml,ml,mimmum
ANNLTIUEY LAy mmﬁmmmnmmﬂ@mmmww
Lﬁmﬁmﬁmﬂqumeu,m'aw JHANTENUABNANTIN
dezimeing 1w nsdusn nsusiasn visaudus
Aanssusing AdasinluiAndszafudiesgnantaludan
Iuﬂ@f«gﬁumuﬂqLﬁm5§uwmmmn%ﬂm:uums§u
uazsuIAg uaznsAneDetlymaenann  delding

AEUASUNSIY 15 2548; 20(1)

Anenluniineusumg ﬁqﬁuﬂm%ﬁﬁﬁﬁuﬁudﬁ
mimq@ﬂluﬂ@uﬂﬁwmmwLﬂuwummﬁmmiwqmﬂnﬁlﬂﬂ
1Ay Lﬂuﬂi”‘llmw,wwmimmwmm@ﬂi”wuma REM
ANTNUAY flagaiitinay ANAFANgNaINITAINGID
L‘W@hLﬂuLmeﬂuﬂwﬂmﬂuLm LLﬁ”L*’uﬁmmmdLﬂ

o A aw
NIIAUHUNITIVY
Wunns@neEanssaiun (Descriptive study) ‘Emmﬂm
faat1e A wilneusuwiAmn iz ne luan 8.1ileq
A AOUUAY SIUI 13 BUIANT (30 117) VA 446 AL
Tnafinnsnivuanuain1sAndn (inclusion criteria) Ag Ll
Wﬂmm‘ﬁl‘ﬁmumuﬁqLm'aa?@yﬂ'wﬁﬂﬂ 1 9. /U haE
agatias 5 9/ “Uanik anntiuvinng wenetnalneds
'HUULNTZAN (cluster random sampling) 1HaunmARntNg
NN 7 5U1A1T IAed 21 190 UAR MWL aUDNTRA
AAULAY (self-administered questionnaire) %WN@ 337 AU
LANUNY mﬂﬂu“luﬁmmaﬁ'm HNNIUNINEEANIS
HUNANIVFD ULTT Wiy a0 ﬂa‘m@umﬂ daya
ol n@ufmmmwj mnmmmmnmﬂmm
ARNNILADS mmmm@@u‘lu DAURATY uAY
ANEEUSVINTNIINNTNNTU mnuummmﬂ@mimmqmmw
Ineldlsunsu Epiinfo uazld DREINITLUN

av
WNan133v8

IHuanuuy auniNanuaw 337 90 uazlAFuAuaIuIL
204 940 (60.5%) SwiinarufidnmnsinusTigasng 180 A
WU WAt 61 AU (33.9%) LWATELN 119 AL (66.1%)
agiadn 356 T (2453 ) $D=58 T sraziaansld
penfinimeilnaiade 5.9 1. /34 SD=2.8 . /iU

mqmﬂ‘umﬂmmmiwmmmmnumﬂcﬁm@mmme
AMNNENIIUAIUI 169 muwmammu BUDN Nynd
ummimwmﬂmﬂmmwm 163 (96.4%), 8INNINY
ivummmu@@mﬂmmwm 154 (91.1%) uAz@INg
‘i:i‘]_l‘]_lﬂ‘u‘] 1 AYINLATEA 94 (55.9%) UAZATIUAY 13D
AR 19 (11.7%)

ANTNTBINGNENIN AR TR SannnsTiny
1N 3 AUAULIN AB 1L UAARDIAN 136 (80.2%), N6
nTduing 133 (79.0%) uariaamn 127 (75.4%)
ANNAAL ﬁ\igﬂ‘ﬁ' 1

Srinagarind Med J 2005; 20(1) 5



1 a J o a
HaNIENUND ‘leﬂ1Wﬁ]1ﬂmﬂ“f’)"ﬂ’ﬂ11WDm’ﬂiﬂJﬂQWuﬂﬂu‘ﬁmﬂﬁmm‘Bﬂﬂﬂ o Health Effects of Computer Use Among Thai Commercial Bank Workers

v
Fnea
90
80.4 79
80 752
70 68.8
60 - —
52.8
50 4 50.6 47.9
44
40
30
21.9
20
10 3.7
0 - ‘ — |
= N = = o < 3 ol % 20 gu.
= [nd ho) ho) I'_"e %Q e e g 2 5] )
= 3 =3 oY) =) 3 = =) Za =)
D - D ) ) 2 —
= = = = =) 2o P .
S S ee put = = 2 >3-
o) 2 ) eR B 2 o)
Z Pty De -3 Se = ™
3 PS) i ] e —
- ) 5 ) Se
= > =
= N
i o))l
o . D om dd Y A .
UM 1 U AvAINgNIBINgNEININNALAATTHANINE IR NAs TR N RaIReS
mqmnmmﬂdummﬁmﬂﬂﬁmw”um@’imLﬁ@ {l"agml, patladeNwusINALNgNAINITAUL LD
Lmenum@”umm@mwumn 3 @um‘uu,iﬂ AalaAnas 140 q’mms‘lﬁ’muﬂauﬁqmaémmﬂs:mnsn@:uﬁ'qmi'm
(83.0%), néuiiegauuse la unis 115 (68.4%) LAY annsAnen luannisusazszuuiwuiu ‘aulug
apriauny ulanevisetsnnslnddearen 62 (36.7%)  Adail
AagLn 2

19 19w 1 Aidaie uavianei _31.7
apsianuas wlanssvisetisndadan _ 36.7
v v z 1 1 ] 4’

! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! ! %‘/@EI@Z

o

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

5% 2 U AIAINTNTRINGHEINTINNTTLLNANMIHaLA Az T AN Ealiasanns idranianes

6 AUATUNTIY 15 2548; 20(1) + Srinagarind Med J 2005; 20(1)



an o
U vl“b’EJLﬂFJ Lagnue

N Chaiear, et al.

1. tladeinusniuennimmiem wudntladeing
17N 3 dusuusn 1aun nnsldusdunseds auuaanIn 137
(81.5%) ldpaufamefuINNINvTaWnGgL 5 1131 120
(71.2%) uazliiiniein reanduszes luanldou
ABNNILADT 105 (62.2%) ATNANAL

2. ﬁ@ﬁﬂﬁwuéquﬁummimm LUINUTRTN u?mm
Hoite uazilaneiin 1dun mmu‘tmﬁumm@@uvl,mmsmq
155 (91.7%) Lmvﬂmﬂuﬂ’mmmﬂmmj NNN9N 25 ATY/
W 127 (75.5%) waldarumaniamefuinnanvizewiniy
5 ./ 139 (82.4%) LU

3. fladefinusanfueinistiavienuas ulane
wisalnddanen ldur vheulaefimandeulvniiesn 145
(85.7%) THNUABNAUABTNINNGT 5 B, /U 132 (78.0%)
FaaiuTeReafa l Uz UAaeAaT 116 (69.0%)
Wi

4 fladefinusanuennistamds ldun Fasdunite
LAY UEYINNURABALIANT35 (79.8 %), LH91u
ABNNALABTNINNGN 5 TN/ 126 (75.0%) NNIULIUNAN
ndnviTaminf 7 T 72 (42.6%) ANANFU

5. ﬂ@w‘wwumunummi@@mmmmﬂmuLu@ U
10 ‘oumihrainenie 1dun vinaulaeiinnsaaeilin
ﬁﬂ%ﬁj 150 (88.9%) ARANUTRLRLNFNIULNNUAREA
1981 138 (82.0%) warldAaufalmasuINndn 5 on./4u
122 (72.6%) PINANGL

) | sl

NUAAEUANE FNansEUsie an wainnisldiu
panfawes luninaunidiadine waaneilies Aawdn
euuny IHdndanngusaetnelagdd Nuuunseqn
(cluster random sampling) LLEﬂ'Lﬁmmﬂma‘ﬁmqmmmm
snaene ldlansihARanssnuiinaInnig UL
nszqn (cluster effect) anlflunnsuansiag sadungs
FaatnalisAnEenaazlanuauteaiiuld wszena
@vmmﬁwmmmumﬂﬂwmml,ﬂmmm”l,m

mﬂmmnwﬂummwum ANNNTDINGNDINTT
NaAN | @mﬂm@mqum) Amuilu 96.4% FafAnuNNNIN
NaTilEaNnNsANEN 304 NANBINIININNITHAIUTUAN
mﬂmﬂqumm (computer vision syndrome)*"” il
ﬂm:mmmm_vawmﬂummnmﬂmqume Taun
21N1INAN ‘Emﬂﬂnmmmnummiﬂf;mmg AR
uazen1siandsey idlAnlszann 75-90% Vatiiiesann
Falaafin aelddnesiuilunisin ueainimmiennly
nwaan Taedinguainnsinuunn Aa 1 UAReEN Any

AEUASUNSIY 15 2548; 20(1)

802% dufluannisiiliianizianzas Lmemmmau
mma“vmmmmwazmmﬂﬂmmmquLma‘mnmuLﬁnu
anstaamn Aauflu 75.4% eiAnlndAssunnsAnE
Tusharlszmadneguingnann e lunguiidennimiem
wudn aulvnldTudunses suuaemauiames adngls
SAIALTisEUANN NS ANEN AN S AN pexRaIReS
JBunuisadnten llneliiAndunmefuawsietnele
Faiadifinnusfufiasdesiiikunsoa 47 39an
ANIANHNIRUIINLAN 815% BeeauTitannns Tl
n2eau 4 Yatonaunezluaun A sTiswnn AN
vy ldfusungest suusspauRmes ‘quilade
Wmmm;jwﬁ@mﬂ%\imqamﬁqm@ﬁﬂugwmmum
(oulveydeus 5 aw/5u Twly) nenaniitiadeauing
1§Ae Sanmzyimalunn v liveng o iu laiE
n9n rapdluscasluszningdnannames™
@?;hﬂiﬁmmmmiﬁnm"lum%ﬁﬁmrﬁﬁlﬁmdw
nguanisannIslfunaniames mﬂ%m‘lmwwmqm
mmmmim wngn UlddnTladesnge 7 Andnaunil 34
A NS virailu v liiAneiniasine o
mmmnmmmimmmﬂ@wmnmqLﬂu Rl
amswmanuvielal Asas mmmmﬁﬁﬂmq@mwmmu
salifluszay Tuszninelfmenfinlnefisannuiia e
PANLANLUZUNG AATHNIRN Nemnetinatios 30 AU
NN 5 winlunisdeanedaananiamafazasie 16m1
mnmqma‘mmu”lﬂmuj udaARENn u‘ﬂﬂ‘ﬁﬂuﬂ’]ﬂ‘ﬁ
ABNAIADT mnmﬁm@mﬁﬂu 5 dalusanllAaciiuaste
MaiRneIMIRannauld utladei livnagiAendes
laun anmnizaanIng19mn
ma‘umﬁmmmmummﬁ”uma‘ymﬂLL@”ﬂmm
e (ﬂmﬂm@mwm) Aonflu 91.1% FedAunniile
Waiuiy mmﬂ,mmnmmnmnqummmwmimqmu
ANNNFIEAaNNILAaS (compustjer vision syndrome)*"” ﬁ
WUANRBINTNNNTILILNAHLe ATl 22% analilu
WNFIZNTANEIAINGETY 'quiunjLﬁuLﬁﬂqﬁuﬂziu@ﬁﬂﬁa
glusfdade (carpal tunnel syndrome)' ﬁ%uummﬂm
rexfintnasfinatiqunsane mmwg@wim‘lﬂjm@ﬂu
nnsRnmGesll  daud T 2000 A4 2001 TaglEvi
Gl aunuluALRIT ORI UAeNRoReT ANy D11
‘vnm\r] 3,500 Lt Tu Denmark ‘Emﬂmum@nwmvmqmun
2 @m\m'a AN AR Lm‘vmma‘wmmmmi WUdnALR
Guilens 73% uaz 82% aglusen irndaily nax
mmm‘immmmmm 14 9,480 A AINKLL BLDIN
WUIN 10.9% He1NFRUUURLWTET (tingling/numbness)

Srinagarind Med J 2005; 20(1) 7



1 a k4 o a
WaNIENUAD Q“lJﬂWWﬂWﬂmi“l“]gf‘ﬂBUW?Mﬂi*’Uﬂ\‘iWHﬂﬂu‘ﬁumﬁWWﬂ!“ﬂﬂﬂﬂ .

Health Effects of Computer Use Among Thai Commercial Bank Workers

vuiladnannn Bennnsfin aeiennazennns EuuLldy
Y311 (tingling/numbness) L3t “ulse milinau
(median nerve) 4.8% WAZH8INNIABUNANGAU 1.4% BINT
azflueg 1T wu 5.5% dnsinaaeinsluauiilie s
annnevitafannnaitsadntendunan 1 1 Salaany
“nAusiunisldinn 7 iwnanuanngn 20 TN, se
”ﬂmﬁmmﬂuﬂﬁﬁL‘Jmﬁ'%lﬁmnzﬁummmﬁmﬁ%ﬁ@
@ﬂ'wﬁﬂﬂ AN D6 wwusiungld Aduesaluau
mmmummmmﬂ%ﬂqume‘mmuﬂu“ N

uAnNa AN Ae Al W‘LIQ’M’mLLEIﬂﬁﬂH’]LWEN
mfmmn"ummmiﬂqm wauviseTn Minndeiieuas
Uaneiinaeiide 31.7% GINnmumwmmmnm’m@mmmi
nguainsalueAdeia 7 findnauudn 1lesanannied
mﬁﬂmimimmmqqu: nguansglusAdaiiaiies
aeiNaRE9 WiEITINDIRIN1TUIA LN videTLF Ul ane
fadae Faily ﬂma‘ﬁlﬁﬂﬁlﬁm pronator teres syndrome
IAARINNNTNATILFINNY anterior interosseous nerve Elu
U3nlauvieulans @mmmm@umwmﬂmmLu@
flexor pollicis longus, flexor digitorum profundus ﬂ@ﬂuﬁ‘ﬁ
mnmq 157 bo pronator quadratus LL@"’ﬂ@N@’lma‘ cubital
tunnel syndrome Lummnmiﬂmm ulnar nerve VIUELQm
FaAanyinldmnn uiiaeelng unar nerve 81AAd
a1n1staannnruvieudanen1ediule wazenalinig
TUNIURA posterior interosseous nerve s uiarng
motor branch VlLLF;Iﬂ'afrmmﬂ radial nerve 1uumm°n@m
Lmﬂiﬂﬂﬂimmmm aq10enduiiie supinator faasdl
@m:rmwflu arch ‘VlLi?_Im’] arcade of Frohse 39uD4 De
Quervain’s disease Iiﬂul;ﬂu tenosynovitis U84 abductor
pO||ICIS Iongus uaz extensor pollicis brevis tendon sheath
mmum Al uu@ﬂu fiorous sheath fumganie (lu
1119A5514 fibrous sheath Sitanaazuiiafly 2 Tasild)
Fritz de Quervain T A.A.1895 iuAUIIBIUALLIN
Teatidniulududgennnndndanens 10 win p1aliiasan
carpometacarpal joint IaEUINMANNINA lHLATINAZIAA
Tugaeengtlszanny 3060 T aunnfszdfidnlddennn
LT énnmumml,ﬂuﬂi”m WIRUIAN (ugnaew) visaly
mmﬂuimmmm ua‘mmaﬂm (rheumatoid arthritis) 1
mmvmmiimqmmﬂm” K

Iuﬂ@wumm@mwmunmuLu@ ulvnyfitlade
finugan Ae tladeiRenfudnsusiamilunisiden
ABNAILABS LTU ma‘m@@uimm VB fmmj 484
mqmﬂu@ﬂwmwmj nsiindedie sesenlua mmﬂu
vidaldeailuanieyinany fulerdn wanannilfdad

8 ABUATUNTIY 13 2548; 20(1)

ﬂ@ﬁﬂﬁﬁmuﬂ mﬂumﬁﬁmummﬁmm% ‘utlade
@w] Ean m@mu@ﬂuma‘mmumnm An3TiARY L3189
TResialina laimuny o ( awmwm Wuld) mﬂmu‘wun
wumzmﬂiuwwnmw f?jﬂmmﬂwwmmwum i
fladtimaniliwansefuiclunguitiuazlaifonns
qutladeitinag s lfuue liuseainimiassu
mz@mmzﬂé”]mﬁmﬁu%u wudn aulvnifludaded
Agafudnsuziinislunislfauneufinmesaes
wummmﬂm@mﬂm@ﬂmm 38 qumm 489579N"8!
Iu@ﬂﬂmyﬁﬁ’]"] Fiaaen AU FaaiNYTaLR AN
Turnemaududszan Innsdadeleanzyvinay naen
fauﬁmﬂ%@’luﬁﬂwﬁ%ﬁ]@f@ﬂwﬁm 5 a3,/ 3l "oy
fadum 1 ma‘ﬁﬂ@ﬁlnmsﬁmmﬁﬁm maﬁmm
R E vidarAalimng U ( qmmmmuiﬂ
mﬂuuwuan naznsliffnin mnmmnmwum
Iun@uwummim’a‘mm@iuuﬂ@wmmummuwmﬂu
¥iinrenisnszandedesusiRuiuuulufuiae
m@mmmemLﬂuﬂmwmmmiummmgummsg‘imm
fadle atalsfiniuann “WAusszudeylunsmien
falla uarniaifianguenisglusddeda delingudn
Rendasiuvielsl® Brain LL@"ﬂm“’l‘uﬂ A.A. 1947 wulu
guegetiaandnlugmnatlsyann 2 i uazsinwlueng
Na"9AY (40-60 1) ummﬂmmmmnmq deflunan
asilannsmiiavauile mmmmmwnmmmuen
vnmneie arnnsasiunnnlureunaniu Unenss
a1aaziannisanlutTnudeiia e Ls‘j@ﬁuuqm “nyin
mmimumﬂqmmvmmm mmﬂmm% fufide
FaReies mm\‘mvl,m wanannil Gillatt uaz Wilson
Tutl A.A. 1953 wuziin 14 tourniquet test a4 e
AnAanuAIAe A AT B LA UL AL RUGREETT
Tmm (systolic) LLmﬂ@@ﬂmmmmmimmummmw
Aesdae sy WV]NL@EI‘LA (median nerve)'®”
ﬁmummiﬂqmumwwumﬂ‘luﬂ@uwummﬁmma‘
uum@mmmnmuwimﬂmm LLmamq”L?ﬂmmmm@
apnaad qmnmeﬁﬂumﬂunummnwwm Burke
LAY ﬂmwn\‘iﬂm:rﬂuﬂ@munL@ﬂum‘lﬂmﬂmwmmm Tu
U 2002 Femutlszunoudanay 15° faienauly
LWmvmwummmw‘ia‘ﬂ@umm v un e uny
atnglafmalunnsnmn Al u@n”l,mwmfnn@m
mmmmmﬂmmmqumemm‘lﬁuwmmﬁ@w
Tanang sl 1150 q/l8ian ﬂ@%mﬂmqml‘wmm
NNRINIANT Tu fesanmsinmnafsiiidunide
TFanssoaun dedvnnsesnimaudntadasananqidu

Srinagarind Med J 2005; 20(1)



an o
U vl“b’EJLﬂFJ Lagnue

N Chaiear, et al.

g Ranguainiama el Avsazsiasiinig
AnwadaLiaNsie

siwamsIve

RINEANITIAENLN winausunAsneiael ne lu
m e, Wee agauuiy  aulvajiinansznusa anw
Lummﬂmﬂmmum@qumm Imwmmmmﬂnmmq
m@mﬂm@mwua 163 (96.4%) B1NN9RALUNANINTZLL
nénuiaatnglnatnamil 154 (91.1%) uazansfintlng
Imuumuj W@ntiag it ANLATER LG Iuﬂ@uwu
anIaAn SfladefinuannAe nnsliifinsecn s
AaAANNILADS izﬂmmmi‘lmmmpmemmum@ym’m
Wi (aulunjunnndn 5 g /4u Aull) wananiifiag
dutladuandnsnizvimmislunisjimeulimuie «
m@”l,uumiwn namnusza 1u°umv‘l°n\1mﬂ@qumm
fgu‘luﬂ@wummﬁvummuLuﬂ flaeinuAe ANy
muwmmﬂmﬂ@ﬂmm ECRT NG m@qmqmﬂmj
FnEusyimlunN YN uRldveng 1 1 ma‘ummu@
fuda anlnd luansyinanudlulszdn yanannt il
nsldauAeNRImeFfIINNIVTRWNAL 5 T, /51 s

| Padnssudszma

NUAEFeY  wansenusia anawannnasldanu
AaNALAefTaInIne I usUIANTNN TS Iy Tuan
anaLies Asdpaauuny saganalilasn liumaw
nguIRINuansE A iy %'qmmmVﬁaﬁﬂ 1R
NITA mmmfrﬁmmmmywummﬁmmmwmmfﬂm
Iuwm 21599 Q. auLIuYNTINY fl¥aausaniialunis
paLLLL aunw Wuetnah sa.unal wanlwyad nna
?mﬁq GG 8190 2PN A5 NUNINLNALTAULAL
Fine AUz Reai mmwsl%‘lun’]ifgl,mmmm@mml,@v
Mr.E.W Renton Lay l\/lrs.Re”nton WTQHLLmﬂUWﬂmE@ﬂUU
MEdangy 10 ol Tenn HWsae

19N 13591999

1. Hoozemans MJ, van der Beek AJ, Fring-Dresen MH, van der
Woude LH, van Dijk FJ. Low-back and shoulder complaints
among workers with pushing and pulling tasks. Scand J Work
Environ Health 2002; 28(5): 293-303.

2. Leino-Arjas P, Kaila-Kangas L, Notkola V, lImo K, Mutanen P.
Inpatient hospital care for back disorders in relation to
industry and occupation in Finland. Scand J Work Environ
Health 2002; 28(5): 304-13.

AEUASUNSIY 15 2548; 20(1)

3. Hedge A. Computer use and risk of carpal tunnel syndrome.
JAMA 2003; 290(14): 1854-5.

4. Marklin RW, Simoneau GG, Monroe JF. Wrist and forearm
posture from typing on split and vertically inclined computer
keyboards. Hum Factors 1999; 41(4): 559-69.

5. Liu CW, Chen TW, Wang MC, Chen CH, Lee CL, Huang MH.
Relationship between carpal tunnel syndrome and wrist angle
in computer worker. Kaoshsiung. J Med Sci 2003; 19(12):
617-23.

6. De Gaudemaris R, Blatier JF, Quinton D, Piazza E,
Gallin-Martel C, Perdrix A, Mallion JM. Analysis of the risk of
backache in the occupational environment. Rev Epidemiol Sante
Publique 1986; 34(4-5): 308-17.

7. Franchi A, Corona G, Tuccillo E, Melazzini M, Franco G.
Criteria for the management of low back pain in health care
workers. Ann |g 2003; 15(3): 215-24.

8. Jin K, Sorock GS, Courtney TK. Prevalence of low back pain
in three occupational groups in Shanghai, People’s Republic
of China. J Safety Res 2004; 35(1): 23-8.

9. Sturmer T, Luessenhoop S, Neth A, Soyka M, et al.
Construction work and low back disorder. Preliminary
findings of the Hamburg Construction Worker Study. Spine
1997; 22(21): 2558-63.

10. Schultz 1Z, Crook J, Meloche GR, Berkowitz J, Milner R,
Zuberbier OA, Meloche W. Psychosocial factors predictive of
occupational low back disability: towards development of a
return-to-work model. Pain 2004; 107(1-2): 77-85.

11. Levy BS, Wegman DH. Occupational health: H Williams &
Wilkings, 2000.

12. Steward J. Computer vision syndrome :
Solution’s; Feb 2000. Available from: http://cbshealthmatch.
medscape.com/viewarticle/206113/

13. Richardson JK, Lglarsh ZA. Clinical Orthopedics Physical
Therapy: Pennsylvania, 1994.

14. Andersen JH, Thomson JF, Overgaard E, Lassen CF, et al.

Symtoms &

Computer use and carpal tunel syndrome: A 1-Year Follow-up
Study. Occupational Health: H Williams & Wilkings, 2000.

15. Karen P. WebMD Health : Do computer really cause carpal
tunnel syndrome?; July 2001. Available from: http://
chshealthmatch.medscape.com/viewarticle/403930/

16. Brotzman SB. Clinical Orthopedics Rehabilitation. St. Louis:
Mosby Year Book, 1996: 35-7.

17. Cailliet R. Soft tissue pain and disability. 2" ed. California: FA

Davis company, 1988.

Srinagarind Med J 2005; 20(1) 9



1 a k4 o a
HaNIENUND ijwmﬂms1‘1’5’?1aummﬂimmwummﬁmmiwmﬂuﬂwa o Health Effects of Computer Use Among Thai Commercial Bank Workers

18.

10

WaFANA S, snsneeslsTan ~ wnaneaslatlin u
dszimalng.  dadlauazile. lw 3904 wasimainwy,
LITOUNBNNT. BaulNY: Assitusiaanidy, 2539: 611-31.
Salter RB. Textbook of disorders and injuries of musculoskel
et al. 2" ed. London: William & Wilking, 1983; 246.

20. Burke A, Peper E. Cumulative trauma disorder risk for
children using computer products: results of a pilot
investigation with a student convenience sample. Public Health
Rep.2002;117(4): 350-7. @

ASUATUNTIY 15 2548; 20(1)  Srinagarind Med J 2005; 20(1)



